The Type: Baird and Girard (1852) Smith and Taylor, 1950, p. by any clue from the description, title, or introduction does one specimen seem to receive closer attention that any other. This is not too surprising in that the type concept was in its infancy at that time.
As far as we are aware, the first indication that a type existed is Cope's (1893, p. 34) remark that "The type specimen is the largest obtained, and is probably adult." He does not, however, indicate to which specimen he is referring; but this can be determined on the basis of size alone. Cope (1893, pi. 6, figs. 1, a-g; pi. 12, fig. b ) also fig- ures the Species, In his explanation of plates (p. 51) it is indicated that figure 1 of plate 6 is of "Specimen No. 3060 U. S. National Museum." Cope used these figures again in a later work (Cope, 1900, p. (1900) designated the types in the tables of specimens held by the Museum.
But in this instance USNM 3060 is not even listed, nor does Yarrow (1882) list this specimen in his catalog. Furthermore, in his extended description of "the type" Cope's (1900, p. The largest of these is now numbered 3060, and it is perfectly obvious that the figure, in spite of the legend beneath it, is not of this specimen.
On the other hand Cope's (1900, pp. 573-574) Cope's (1900, p. 573-574) description of the specimen for the most part is accurate. The specimen is in fair condition but rather soft, and as Burt (1931, p. 122) In spite of the conspicuous differences in scale counts and size, C. inornatus in the northwestern part of its range and C. velox resemble each more than they resemble any other species of Cnemidophorus.
Lowe (1955) 
